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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 2-9, 11, 13, 14, 20, and 23-27 have been presented for examination and 
are rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed August 21st, 2006, and July 27th, 2006, have been 
fully considered. The arguments with respect to the claims rejected under Levy are 
deemed not persuasive. Applicant's remaining arguments are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection. 

3. In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that: 

(A) The prior art of Levy fails to teach determining whether an input URL is a 
channel URL that is a set of URLs followed by requesting contents from a plurality of 
web servers associated with the respective URLs. 

As to point (A), Levy teaches a customer (user) entering their information (col. 6 
lines 8-19; col. 5, lines 45-54) and an input URL (col. 4, lines 43-45) that corresponds a 
web server of a set (col. 4, lines 45-51 ; col. 5, lines 55-64) that proves the contents of a 
predetermined subject (col. 5, lines 47-51). If correctly made, a request is sent to a 
plurality of web servers for the content that is associated with the respective URL (col. 

4. lines 53-58; col. 5, lines 14-21). 
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(B) The prior of Levy fails to teach binding gathered contents from a plurality of 
web servers, as it merely teaches gathering information. 

As to point (B), Levy teaches retrieving information from a plurality of web 
servers (process of fig. 8) and binding the desired content (col. 9, lines 15-47) After 
receiving the information, it is bound and transmitted before it reaches its destination 
(col. 9, lines 15-47; col. 9, lines 60-65). 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 2, 3, 7 and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claims 2 and 7, the use of multiple "; and". 
In claim 3, "billing sewer". 
In claim 23 (part c), capitalized "URLS". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 2, 5, 7, 11, 13, 14, 20, 23, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Levy (U.S. Patent 6,556,997) and Bickmore et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,857,102). 

7. As per claims 2, 7, and 20, Levy teaches: 

a user information database for storing user identification (ID) information; (Levy, 
col. 5, lines 45-55 and fig. 4, item 20) 

an authentication server for performing authentication based upon the user ID 
information by using the user information database when the user ID information and a 
uniform resource locator (URL) of a web server is input, and outputting the input URL 
after performing the authentication; and (Levy, col. 5, lines 45-55; col. 6, lines 8-18 and 
fig. 4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, item 15; and col. 4, lines 42-54) 

a data server for determining whether the input URL provided by the 
authentication server is the channel URL that is of a set of URLs, each URL of the set 
corresponding to a web server that provides the contents of a predetermined subject, 
and if so, (Levy col. 4, lines 45-51; col. 5, lines 47-51 and 55-64) 

. requesting the contents from a plurality of web servers associated with the 
respective URLs of the set, (Levy, col. 4, lines 53-58; col. 5, lines 14-21) 

processing the received contents into a predetermined format, gathering the 
contents of the predetermined subject, binding the gathered contents into a single 
channel, and transmitting the single channel of contents to the portable terminal (Levy, 
col. 9, lines 15-47 and 60-65). 
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However, while Levy teaches reformatting for certain transmissions (Levy, e.g., 
fig. 1), Levy fails to teach 

where the data server further comprises an image compressor for receiving the 
contents from the web server, and reducing the image sizes or a number of colors 
according to the specification of the portable terminal; and 

a proxy unit for monitoring data transmitted by the web server, and when the 
contents transmitted by the web server include image information, calling the image 
compressor. 

Bickmore teaches an image compressor that receives contents from a web 
server and reduces the images according to the specifications of a portable terminal 
(Bickmore, col. 9, lines 27-40 where the reduction is based on the display at col. 13, 
lines 7-23). Bickmore accomplishes this through the use of a proxy unit that monitors 
the data transmitted by the server and calls the image compressor as needed 
(Bickmore, col. 12, lines 33-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy and Bickmore to provide the reduction of 
Bickmore in the system of Levy, because doing so would be ideal for providing broad 
access to web content from a wide range of devices by producing legible, navigable, 
and aesthetically pleasing content without a loss of information (Bickmore, col. 3, lines 
55-60). 
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8. As per claim 5, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the data server 
requests the contents, the web server provides the contents to the data server in the 
case a user who accesses via the portable terminal is a service user who can receive 
the contents (Levy, col. 9, lines 15-47, and fig. 8). 

9. As per claim 1 1 , Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the data server 
processes the contents according to a display specification of the portable terminal and 
transmits them (Levy, col. 8, lines 44-68; see also the cellular delivery mechanism item 
16 of fig. 1). 

10. As per claim 13, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the data server 
further comprises a filter for filtering information that is inappropriate or is not needed for 
the portable terminal among the contents provided by the web server (Levy, col. 8, lines 
44-68, where content that is not pre-selected is filtered out). 

11. As per claim 14, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the data server 
further comprises a channel generator for binding a plurality of contents of a 
predetermined field provided by the web server into a single channel (Levy, col. 9, lines 
15-47, and fig. 8). 
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12. As per claim 23, Levy teaches a contents-providing method of a system for 
receiving contents from a plurality of web servers and providing the contents to a 
portable terminal connected via a network, a contents-providing method comprising: 

(a) extracting user information corresponding to user identification (ID) 
information and authenticating the user when the user ID information and an input 
uniform resource locator (URL) of a web server for providing the contents is input by the 
portable terminal; (Levy, col. 5, lines 45-55 and fig. 4, item 20; col. 6, lines 8-18 and fig. 
4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, item 15; and col. 4, lines 42-54) 

(b) determining whether the input URL is a channel URL that is of a set of URLs, 
each URL of the set corresponding to a web server that provides contents of a 
predetermined subject; (Levy col. 4, lines 45-51; col. 5, lines 47-51 and 55-64) 

(c) requesting the contents from a plurality of web servers associated with the 
respective URLs of the set when the input URL is the channel URL; (Levy, col. 4, lines 
53-58; col. 5, lines 14-21) 

(e) gathering the contents of the predetermined subject and binding the gathered 
contents into a single channel of contents; and (f) transmitting the single channel of 
contents to the portable terminal via the network (Levy, col. 9, lines 15-47 and 60-65). 

However, while Levy teaches reformatting for certain transmissions (Levy, e.g., 
fig. 1), Levy fails to teach 

(d) monitoring the contents received from the plurality of web servers in response 
to the requesting to determine whether any of the received contents include image 
information, and if any of the received contents include image information, converting 
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the image information by reducing sizes or number of color of images according to the 
standard of the portable terminal. 

Bickmore teaches an image compressor that receives contents from a web 
server and reduces the images according to the specifications of a portable terminal 
(Bickmore, col. 9, lines 27-40 where the reduction is based on the display at col. 13, 
lines 7-23). Bickmore accomplishes this through the use of a proxy unit that monitors 
the data transmitted by the server and calls the image compressor as needed 
(Bickmore, col. 12, lines 33-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy and Bickmore to provide the reduction of 
Bickmore in the system of Levy, because doing so would be ideal for providing broad 
access to web content from a wide range of devices by producing legible, navigable, 
and aesthetically pleasing content without a loss of information (Bickmore, col. 3, lines 
55-60). 

13. As per claim 26, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the method further 
comprises: 

requesting a password from the portable terminal when a password input request 
for authenticating service users who can receive desired contents from a web server is 
generated according to the contents request; and 

providing the password to the web server and authenticating the service user 
when the password is provided to the portable terminal (Levy, col. 5, lines 45-55 and fig. 
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4, item 20; col. 6, lines 8-18 and fig. 4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, item 15; and 
col. 4, lines 42-54). 

14. As per claim 27, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein when it is 
determined that the corresponding user is a service user according to the password 
provided by the portable terminal in the step of providing the contents, the web server 
provides the contents to the user (Levy, col. 4, lines 42-54 and the corresponding items 
of fig. 1). 

15. Claims 3, 4, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy (U.S. Patent 6,556,997) and Bickmore et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,857,102), further in view of Ronen et al. (U.S. Patent 5,905,736). 

16. As per claim 3, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system further wherein the user 
information database stores user information corresponding to the user ID information, 
the authentication server extracts user information corresponding to the user ID 
information from the user information database and outputs the same with input URL 
when performing authentication based on the user ID information (Levy, col. 5, lines 45- 
55 and fig. 4, item 20; col. 6, lines 8-18 and fig. 4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, 
item 15; and col. 4, lines 42-54). 

However, though Levy-Bickmore teaches billing based on usage (Levy, col. 7, 
lines 42-45), Levy-Bickmore fails to teach the system further comprises a billing server 
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for settling fees for the contents provided by the web servers having the provided URLs 
based on the user information provided by the authentication server. 

Ronen teaches a billing server for settling fees for a variety of web server 
provided content based on URLs (Ronen, col. 3, lines 26-33 and col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 
line 19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore and Ronen to provide the billing 
system of Ronen in the system of Levy-Bickmore, because doing so would enable 
transparent charging for Internet content receiving services (Ronen, col. 1 line 65 to col. 
2 line 3). 

17. As per claim 4, Levy-Bickmore-Ronen teaches the system further wherein the 
billing server settles the respective fees of the web servers (Ronen, col. 3, lines 26-33 
and col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 line 19) corresponding to the channel URL when the URLs 
provided by the portable terminal is the channel URL, the data server transmits the 
settlement results to the respective web servers corresponding to the URL of the 
channel URL when the settlement results of the billing server are provided, and the 
respective web servers determine the settlement results and when the settlement of the 
fees is performed and provide the corresponding contents to the data server (Ronen, 
col. 3, lines 26-33 and col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 line 19). 
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18. As per claim 24, Levy-Bickmore teaches the above, yet fails to teach settling the 
fees for the contents provided by the web servers corresponding to the respective 
channel URLs of the channel. 

Ronen teaches settling fees for contents provided by a web server corresponding 
to respective channel URLs of the channel based upon the user information (Ronen, 
col. 3, lines 26-33 and col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 line 19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore and Ronen to provide the billing 
system of Ronen in the system of Levy-Bickmore, because doing so would enable 
transparent charging for Internet content receiving services (Ronen, col. 1 line 65 to col. 
2 line 3). 

1 9. As per claim 25, Levy-Bickmore teaches the above, yet fails to teach wherein 
when the contents are requested in (c), the settlement results are provided to the web 
servers corresponding to the respective URLs of the channel URL. 

Ronen teaches when contents are requested the settlement results are provided 
to the web servers corresponding to the respective URLs of the channel URL (Ronen, 
col. 3, lines 26-33 and col. 3 line 65 to col. 4 line 19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore and Ronen to provide the billing 
system of Ronen in the system of Levy-Bickmore, because doing so would enable 
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transparent charging for Internet content receiving services (Ronen, col. 1 line 65 to col. 
2 line 3). 

20. Claims 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy 
(U.S. Patent 6,556,997) and Bickmore et al. (U.S. Patent 6,857,102), further in view of 
Fuh et aL (U.S. Patent 6,463,474). 

21 . As per claim 6, Levy-Bickmore teaches the system wherein the data server 
provides the user ID information provided by the authentication server to a plurality of 
web servers respectively corresponding to the URL of the channel URL (Levy, col. 6, 
lines 36-57), yet fails to teach 

wherein the respective web servers request a password input for authenticating 
the service user when the data server requests the contents, and they perform 
authentication via the user's password and the user ID information input via the portable 
terminal. 

Fuh teaches an authentication server authenticating upon the user ID information 
using a user information database (Fuh, col. 8, lines 25-33, and col. 12, lines 26-38) 
when the user ID information and a URL (Fuh, col. 7, lines 30-40) of a web server is 
input, and outputting the URL after performing the authentication (Fuh, col. 8, lines 33- 
37, wherein allowing authorization outputs the URL). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore and Fuh to provide the 
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authentication system of Fuh in the system of Levy-Bickmore, because doing so would 
improve the security of the network system without the common drawbacks of 
conventional approaches (Fuh, col. 1, line 58 to col. 2, line 9). 

22. Claims 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy 
(U.S. Patent 6,556,997), Bickmore et al. (U.S. Patent 6,857,102), and Ronen et al. (U.S. 
Patent 5,905,736), further in view of Kappel (U.S. Patent 5,905,736). 

23. As per claim 8, Levy-Bickmore-Ronen teaches processing and transmitting 
contents provided by the web server (Levy, col. 9, lines 15-47, and fig. 8). Levy- 
Bickmore-Ronen also teaches an authentication server that provides user information 
extracted from a user information database (Levy, col. 5, lines 45-55 and fig. 4, item 20; 
col. 6, lines 8-18 and fig. 4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, item 15; and col. 4, lines 
42-54). 

However, Levy-Bickmore-Ronen fails to teach wherein the system further 
comprises an advertisement server for providing advertisement contents, wherein the 
advertisement server extracts the advertisement contents according to the user 
information provided by the data server and provides the advertisement contents to the 
data server, and the data server processes the advertisement contents provided by the 
advertisement server. 
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Kappel teaches an advertisement server that extracts advertisement content 
according to user information and provides the contents back to the data server, which 
then processes the contents (Kappel, col. 9, lines 47-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore-Ronen and Kappel to provide 
the advertisement server of Kappel in the system of Levy-Bickmore-Ronen, because 
doing so would allow additional revenue from advertisements targeting the users logged 
into the system (Kappel, col. 2, lines 53-55). 

24. Claims 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy 
(U.S. Patent 6,556,997) and Bickmore et al. (U.S. Patent 6,857,102), further in view of 
Kappel (U.S. Patent 5,905,736). 

25. As per claim 9, Levy-Bickmore teaches processing and transmitting contents 
provided by the web server (Levy, col. 9, lines 15-47, and fig. 8). Levy-Bickmore also 
teaches an authentication server that provides user information extracted from a user 
information database (Levy, col. 5, lines 45-55 and fig. 4, item 20; col. 6, lines 8-18 and 
fig. 4; see also col. 5, lines 45-54; fig. 1, item 15; and col. 4, lines 42-54). 

However, Levy-Bickmore fails to teach wherein the system further comprises an 
advertisement server for providing advertisement contents, and wherein the 
advertisement server extracts the advertisement contents according to the user 
information provided by the data server and provides the advertisement contents to the 
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data server, and the data server processes the advertisement contents provided by the 
advertisement server and the contents provided by the web server. 

Kappel teaches an advertisement server that extracts advertisement content 
according to user information and provides the contents back to the data server, which 
then processes the contents (Kappel, col. 9, lines 47-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have combined Levy-Bickmore and Kappel to provide the 
advertisement server of Kappel in the system of Levy-Bickmore, because doing so 
would allow additional revenue from advertisements targeting the users logged into the 
system (Kappel, col. 2, lines 53-55). 

Conclusion 

26. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Taylor whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00am to 5:30pm, 
with alternating Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3718. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for . 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.cjov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Nicholas Taylor 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 




